
Before the 
FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS COMMISSION 

Washington D.C. 20554 

In the Matter of 
) 
) 
) 

Petition for Rulemaking of Fibertech Networks, LLC 
RM - 11303 

REPLY COMMENTS OF 
NSTAR ELECTRIC & GAS CORPORATION 

Pursuant to Section 1.405 of the Rules of Practice and Procedure of the Federal 

Communications Commission ("Commission"), 47 C.F.R. 5 1.405, NSTAR Electric & Gas 

Corporation ("NSTAR"), respectfully submits the following Reply Comments in this proceeding. 

NSTAR Electric & Gas Corporation is the service entity for the three operating companies of 

NSTAR, a Massachusetts business trust: Boston Edison Company, Cambridge Electric Light 

Company, and Commonwealth Electric Company (the "NSTAR Companies"). The NSTAR 

Companies provide electric sales and distribution services to approximately 1.1 million 

commercial and residential customers in eastern Massachusetts. 

NSTAR agrees with and generally supports the comments submitted in this proceeding 

by the United Telecom CounciVEdison Electric Institute and Western Massachusetts Electric 

Company. In addition, NSTAR offers the following additional comments, addressing specific 

requests made by Fibertech Networks, LLC ("Petitioner"). The comments are organized by 

reference to Petitioner's requests. 



1. ALLOW POLE BOXING AND USE OF EXTENSION ARMS. 

Boxing and/or using extension arms significantly complicate the process of replacing of a 

pole. Pole change-outs cannot be lashed together, as is commonly done in urban settings, where 

a "cut and kick" method (replacement in same pole hole) is required because of sidewalks and 

reduced width of right of way. 

Boxing and or use of extension arms generally render a pole unclimbable per National 

Electrical Safety Code (NESC) requirements for climbing space. Petitioner is requesting that 

poles accessible by truck be rendered unclimbable. This places an undue burden on the pole 

owners, requiring the exclusive use of trucks for pole access, which is not always feasible or 

ideal, from a practical standpoint. Just because a pole is accessible by truck does not mean it is 

never climbed. It is a fact of the industry that, at times, poles accessible by trucks have to be 

climbed. Many times a pole is worked with one man in a bucket and second on hooks. The 

restriction imposed by boxing and extension arms becomes a matter of worker safety, which is a 

highest priority for utility operations. 

2. ESTABLISH SHORTER SURVEY AND MAKE-READY TIME PERIODS. 

Utilities make every effort to be responsive and shorten survey and make ready periods. 

However, locking the utility into even shorter time periods is not reasonable, as it eliminates the 

flexibility needed for utilities to manage competing demands on their resources stemming from 

their core business, which is not servicing attachers. For example, storms and natural disasters 

have a ripple effect through the industry and its suppliers. Both internal and contract (external) 

utility line crews are continually shifted for system restoration (due to accidents, storms, or other 

natural disasters) and electric system reliability projects mandated by regulators, all of which 

must take precedence over pole attachments and upgrades. 
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3. ALLOW COMPETITORS TO HIRE UTILITY-APPROVED CONTRACTORS TO 
PERFORM FIELD SURVEYS AND MAKE-READY WORK. 

The use of contracted employees is a matter negotiated with utility unions. Collective 

bargaining agreements frequently limit or even prohibit work on utility plant by non-utility 

contractors. Such agreements may allow the use of contractors by the utility to upgrade its own 

infrastructure, but may not allow a third party, such as a competitive local exchange carrier, to 

work on or upgrade a structure owned by the electric utility subject to the collective bargaining 

agreement. 

4. PERMIT INSTALLATION OF DROP LINES TO SATISFY CUSTOMER SERVICE 
ORDERS WITHOUT PRIOR LICENSING. 

It is simply not reasonable for an outside party, which has no ownership rights or 

responsibilities (such as duty to customers, regulators and municipalities, as well as liability to 

third parties such as customers and the general public) to be permitted to attach equipment or 

lines to utility-owned infrastructure at will, and without prior notification and approval. Such a 

process would expose the pole owner to unknown liabilities. In addition, if necessary prior 

approval process and documentation are not in place, “without prior licensing” often translates to 

“without compensation or owner notification” or “without make ready being verified,” and is 

nothing more than an excuse for unauthorized attachments. 

5. ALLOW COMPETITORS TO SEARCH UTILITY RECORDS AND SURVEY 
MANHOLES TO DETERMINE AVAILABILITY OF CONDUIT, AND LIMIT 
CHARGES IF THE UTJLITY PERFORMS THESE FUNCTIONS. 

These are secure, non-public records that are not, and should not be readily accessible to 

the public or competitors for system security. Reasonable time-lines are in place to provide 

needed information. 
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6. ALLOW UTILITY-APPROVED CONTRACTORS TO WORK IN MANHOLES 
WITHOUT UTILITY SUPERVISION. 

For safety reasons, even utility employees are not permitted to work in manholes without 

authorization and without supervision. Petitioner is asking to violate basic utility safety rules. 

Safety supervision is required for worker protection and system protection. 

In conclusion, NSTAR respectfully requests that the Commission take into due 

consideration the restrictions and requirements faced by electric utility companies in providing 

safe and reliable service to their core customers, and not lightly impose significant additional 

burdens that may compromise electrical worker safety and system reliability. 

Respectfully submitted, 

NSTAR Electric & Gas Corporation 

By: 

NSTAR Eleciric & Gas Corporation 
800 Boylston Street 
Boston, MA 02199 
(617) 424-2223 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

I, Neven Rabadjija, an attorney with NSTAR Electric & Gas Corporation, hereby certify 
that a copy of the foregoing Reply Comments were served this 1'' day of March, 2006, via 
regular mail, on each of the following: 

Brett Kilbourne 
United Telecom Council 
1901 Pennsylvania Avenue, NW 
Fifth Floor 
Washington, DC 20006 

Laurence W. Brown 
Edison Electric Institute 
701 Pennsylvania Avenue, N.W. 
Washington, D.C. 20004 

Jonathan Lee 
COMPTEL 
1900 M Street, NW 
Suite 800 
Washington, DC 20036 -3508 

Tiffany W. Smink 
Qwest Communications 
Suite 950 
607 14th Street, N.W. 
Washington, DC 20005 

Alan Fishel 
Arent Fox 
1050 Connecticut Avenue NW 
Washington, DC 20036 

T. Scott Thompson 
Cole, Raywid & Braverman, LLP 
1919 Pennsylvania Ave., NW, Suite 200 
Washington, DC 20006 

Raymond A. Kowalski 
Troutman Sanders 
401 Ninth Street, N.W. 
Suite 1000 
Washington, DC 20004 

Amy P. Rosenthal 
Verizon 
1515 North Courthouse Road 
Suite 500 
Arlington, VA 22201 -2909 

Maria T. Browne 
Cole, Raywid & Braverman, L.L.P. 
1919 Pennsylvania Avenue, NW 
Suite 200 
Washington, DC 20006 

Peter Jacoby 
AT&T Inc. 
1401 I Street NW 
Suite 1100 
Washington, DC 20005 

Patrick J. Opelt 
Indiana Fiber Works, LLC 
141 E. Washington Street 
Suite 200 
Indianapolis, IN 46204 

William A. Haas 
McLeod Telecommunications Services, Inc. 
6400 C Street SW 
PO Box 3 177 
Cedar Rapids, IA 52406 

Jeremy L. Katz 
segTel, Inc. 
P.O. Box 369 
Enfield. NH 03748 



Robin E. Tuttle 
United States Telecom Association 
607 14th Street, NW 
Suite 400 
Washington, DC 20005 -2164 

Shirley S. Fujimoto 
McDermott Will & Emery LLP 
600 Thirteenth Street, N.W. 
Washington, DC 20005 -3096 

Stephen Gibelli 
Western Massachusetts Electric Company 
107 Selden Street 
Berlin, CT 06037 

John E. Logan 
Tropos Networks 
1050 Connecticut Avenue, NW 
Tenth Floor 
Washington, DC 20036 

J. Herbert Davis 
Bamberger, Foreman, Oswald and Hahn, 
LLP 
20 N.W. Fourth Street, 7th Floor 
P.O. Box 657 
Evansville, IN 47704 -0657 

Steven Streeper 
PO Box 811 
Arco, ID 83213 

Mathew C. Ames 
Miller & Van Eaton 
Suite 1000 
1155 Connecticut Avenue, N.W. 
Washington, DC 20036 

John T. Nakahata 
Harris, Wiltshire & Grannis LLP 
1200 Eighteenth Street, N.W. 
Washington, DC 20036 

Charles Stockdale 
General Counsel 
Fibertech Networks, LLC 
140 Allens Creek Road 
Rochester, NY 14618 

Neven Rabadjija 


